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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS I

WILLIAM FRANCIS GALYIN
SECRETARY OF THE COMMONWEALTH

WARRANT FOR STATE ELECTION
Middlesex, SS.

To the Constablesofthe City/Townof Acton

GREETING:
In thenameofthe Commonwealth,you areherebyrequiredto notify andwarnthe inhabitantsof saidcity or
town whoarequalifiedto votein the StateElectionto voteat

POLLING LOCATIONS:

PrecinctPlace Address

l,2&6 CONANT SCHOOL 8OTAYLORROAD

3,4 & 5 BLANCHARD AUDITORUM, JR. HIGH SCHOOL CHARTERROAD

on TUESDAY, THE SIXTH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2012,from 1:00 A.M. to 8:00P.M. for thefollowing
purpose:

To casttheir votesin theStateElectionfor the candidatesfor the following officesandquestions:

ELECTORSOF PRESIDENTAND VICE PRESIDENT FOR THIS COMMONWEALTH
SENATORIN CONGRESS FORTHIS COMMONWEALTH
REPRESENTATIVEIN CONGRESS THIRD DISTRICT
COIJNCILLOR THIRD DISTRICT
SENATORIN GENERAL COURT MIDDLESEX/ WORCESTERDISTRICT
REPRESENTATIVEIN GENERAL COURT FOURTEENTHMIDDLESEX DISTRICT
REPRESENTATIVEiN GENERAL COURT THIRTY SEVENTHMIDDLESEX DISTRICT
CLERK OF COURTS MIDDLESEX COUNTY
REGISTEROF DEEDS MIDDLESEX SOUTHERNDISTRICT
SHERIFF(MIDDLESEX COUNTY ONLY) MIDDLESEX COUNTY

QUESTION1: LAW PROPOSEDBY INITIATIVE PETITION
Do you approveof alawsummarizedbelow,on whichno votewas takenby the Senateor theHouseof
Representativeson or beforeMay 1, 2012?

SUMMARY
This proposedlaw would prohibit anymotorvehiclemanufacturer,startingwith modelyear2015,from selling
or leasing,eitherdirectlyor throughadealer,anew motorvehiclewithout allowing theownerto haveaccessto
the samediagnosticandrepairinformationmadeavailableto the manufacturer’sdealersandin-stateauthorized
repairfacilities.

The manufacturerwould haveto allow the owner,or t~owner’sdesignatedin-stateindependentrepairfacility
(one not affiliated with amanufactureror its authorczeddealers),to obtain diagnosticand repair information
electronically,on anhourly, daily, monthly,or yearlysubscriptionbasis,for no morethanfair marketvalueand
on termsthatdo notunfairly favor dealersandauthorizedrepairfacilities.

The manufacturerwould haveto provideaccessto the infOrmation througha non-proprietaryvehicle interface,
usingastandardapplied in federalemissions-controlregulations.Such informationwould haveto includethe
samecontent,andbe in the sameform andaccessiblein the samemanner,as is providedto the manufacturer’s
dealersandauthorizedrepairfacilities.



Forvehiclesmanufacturedfrom 2002 throughmodelyear2014,the proposedlawwould requireamanufacturer
of motor vehicles sold in Massachusettsto make available for purchase,by vehicle owners and in-state
independentrepair facilities, the samediagnosticandrepair informationthatthe manufacturermakesavailable
throughan electronicsystemto its dealersandin-stateauthorizedrepairfacilities. Manufacturerswould haveto
makesuchinformationavailablein thesameform andmanner,andto the sameextent,as theydo for dealersand
authorizedrepair facilities. The information would be availablefor purchaseon an hourly, daily, monthly, or
yearly subscriptionbasis,for no morethanfair marketvalueandon termsthat do not unfairly favor dealersand
authorizedrepairfacilities.

For vehicles manufacturedfrom 2002 through model year 2014, the proposedlaw would also require
manufacturersto makeavailablefor purchase,by vehicle ownersand in-stateindependentrepair facilities, all
diagnosticrepairtools, incorporatingthe samediagnostic,repair andwirelesscapabilitiesas thoseavailableto
dealersandauthorizedrepairfacilities. Suchtoolswould haveto be madeavailablefor no morethanfair market
valueandon termsthatdo not unfairly favor dealersandauthorizedrepairfacilities.

For all yearscoveredby the proposedlaw, the requireddiagnosticandrepairinformationwould not includethe
informationnecessaryto reseta vehicle immobilizer, an anti-theft devicethat preventsavehicle from being
startedunlessthe correctkey code is present.Such informationwould have to be madeavailableto dealers,
repairfacilities, andownersthrougha separate,securedatareleasesystem.

The proposedlaw would not requireamanufacturerto reveala tradesecretand would not interfere with any
agreementmadeby amanufacturer,dealer, or authorizedrepairfacility that is in force on the effectivedateof
theproposedlaw. StartingJanuary1, 2013,the proposedlawwould prohibitanyagreementthat waivesor limits
a manufacturer’scompliancewith theproposedlaw.

Any violation of the proposedlaw would be treatedas aviolation of existing stateconsumerprotection and
unfair trade-practiceslaws.

A YES VOTE would enactthe proposedlawrequiringmotorvehicle manufacturersto allow vehicleownersand
independentrepair facilities in Massachusettsto have access to the same vehicle diagnostic and repair
informationmadeavailableto the manufacturers’Massachusettsdealersandauthorizedrepairfacilities.

A NO VOTE wouldmakeno changein existinglaws.

QUESTION 2: LAW PROPOSEDBY INITIATIVE PETITION
Do you approveof alawsummarizedbelow,on which no votewastakenby theSenateor theHouseof
Representativeson or beforeMay 1, 2012?

SUMMARY
This proposedlaw would allow aphysicianlicensedin Massachusettsto prescribemedication,at aterminally ill
patient’srequest,to end that patient’s life. To qualify, a patientwould haveto be an adult residentwho (I) is
medically determinedto be mentally capableof making andcommunicatinghealthcare decisions; (2) hasbeen
diagnosedby attendingand consultingphysiciansas having an incurable, irreversible diseasethat will, within
reasonablemedicaljudgment,causedeathwithin six months;and(3) voluntarily expressesawish to die andhas
madean informeddecision.The proposedlaw statesthatthe patientwould ingestthe medicinein order to cause
deathin ahumaneanddignified manner.

The proposedlaw would require the patient, directly or through apersonfamiliar with the patient’smannerof
communicating,to orally communicateto aphysicianon two occasions,15 daysapart,thepatient’srequestfor the
medication.At the time of the secondrequest,the physicianwould haveto offer the patientan opportunityto
rescindthe request.The patientwouldalsohaveto sign astandardform, in the presenceof two witnesses,oneof
whom is not a relative,abeneficiaryof the patient’sestate,or an owner, operator,or employeeof a healthcare
facility wherethe patientreceivestreatmentor lives.
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The proposedlawwould requirethe attendingphysicianto: (1) determineif the patientis qualified;(2) inform the
patientof his or her medicaldiagnosisand prognosis,the potential risks and probableresult of ingestingthe
medication,andthe feasiblealternatives,includingcomfortcare,hospicecareandpaincontrol; (3) referthepatient
to a consultingphysicianfor adiagnosisandprognosisregardingthe patient’sdisease,andconfirmationin writing
that thepatientiscapable,actingvoluntarily, andmaking an informeddecision;(4) referthe patientfor psychiatric
or psychologicalconsultationif the physicianbelievesthe patientmayhavea disordercausingimpairedjudgment;
(5) recommendthat the patientnotify nextof kin of the patient’s intention; (6) recommendthat the patienthave
anotherpersonpresentwhenthe patientingeststhe medicineand to not take it in a public place; (7) inform the
patientthat heor shemayrescindthe requestatanytime; (8) write the prescriptionwhenthe requirementsof the
lawaremet, includingverifying thatthepatientis making an informeddecision;and(9) arrangefor themedicineto
bedispenseddirectly to thepatient,or the patient’sagent,but not by mail or courier.

The proposedlaw would makeit punishableby imprisonmentand/orfines, for anyoneto (1) coerceapatientto
requestmedication,(2) forge a request,or (3) conceala rescissionof a request.The proposedlaw would not
authorizeendinga patient’slife by lethal injection, active euthanasia,or mercykilling. Thedeathcertificatewould
list theunderlyingterminaldiseaseasthe causeofdeath.

Participationunder the proposedlaw would be voluntary.An unwilling health care provider could prohibit or
sanctionanotherhealthcareproviderfor participatingwhile on the premisesof, or while actingas anemployeeof
or contractorfor, theunwilling provider.

Theproposedlawstatesthatno personwould becivilly or criminally liableor subjectto professionaldisciplinefor
actionsthatcomplywith the law, includingactionstakenin goodfaith that substantiallycomply.It alsostatesthatit
shouldnot beinterpretedto lower theapplicablestandardof carefor anyhealthcareprovider.

A person’sdecisionto makeor rescindarequestcouldnot be restrictedby will or contractmadeon or afterJanuary
1, 2013,andcould not be consideredin issuing,or settingthe ratesfor, insurancepoliciesor annuities.Also, the
proposedlaw would require the attendingphysicianto report each casein which life-ending medicationis
dispensedto the stateDepartmentofPublic Health.The Departmentwould providepublic accessto statisticaldata
compiledfrom thereports.

The proposedlaw statesthatif anyof its partswasheld invalid, the otherpartswouldstayin effect.

A YES VOTE would enact the proposedlaw allowing a physician licensed in Massachusettsto prescribe
medication,atthe requestof aterminally-ill patientmeetingcertainconditions,to endthat person’slife.

A NO VOTE wouldmakeno changein existinglaws.

QUESTION 3: LAW PROPOSEDBY INITIATIVE PETITION
Do youapproveof alawsummarizedbelow,on whichno votewastakenby the Senateor the Houseof
Representativeson or beforeMay 1, 2012?

SUMMARY
This proposedlaw would eliminate state criminal and civil penaltiesfor the medicaluse of marijuanaby
qualifying patients.To qualify, apatientmusthavebeendiagnosedwith adebilitatingmedicalcondition,suchas
cancer,glaucoma,HIV-positive status or AIDS, hepatitis C, Crohn’s disease,Parkinson’sdisease,ALS, or
multiple sclerosis.The patientwould alsohaveto obtainawritten certification,from aphysicianwith whomthe
patient has a bonafide physician-patientrelationship,that the patient has a specific debilitating medical
conditionandwould likely obtainanetbenefitfrom medicaluseof marijuana.

Theproposedlawwould allow patientsto possessup to a 60-daysupplyof marijuanafor their personalmedical
use.The stateDepartmentof Public Health (DPH) would decidewhat amountwould be a 60-daysupply.A
patientcoulddesignateapersonalcaregiver,at least21 yearsold,who could assistwith thepatient’smedicaluse
of marijuanabut would be prohibitedfrom consumingthatmarijuana.Patientsandcaregiverswould haveto
registerwith DPH by submittingthe physician’scertification.
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The proposedlaw would allow for non-profit medicalmarijuanatreatmentcentersto grow, processandprovide
marijuanato patientsor their caregivers.A treatmentcenterwould haveto apply for aDPH registrationby (1)
payingafee to offset DPH’s administrativecosts;(2) identifying its locationandone additionallocation, if any,
wheremarijuanawould be grown; and(3) submittingoperatingprocedures,consistentwith rulesto be issuedby
DPH, includingcultivation andstorageofmarijuanaonly in enclosed,lockedfacilities.

A treatmentcenter’spersonnelwould haveto registerwith DPH beforeworkingor volunteeringat the center,be
at least21 yearsold, and haveno felony drug convictions.In 2013,therecould be no morethan35 treatment
centers,with at leastone but not morethanfive centersin eachcounty. In later years,DPH could modify the
numberof centers.

The proposedlawwould requireDPH to issuea cultivation registrationto a qualifyingpatientwhoseaccessto a
treatmentcenter is limited by financial hardship, physical inability to accessreasonabletransportation,or
distance.This would allow the patientor caregiverto grow only enoughplants,in a closed,lockedfacility, for a
60-daysupplyof marijuanafor thepatient’sownuse.

DPH could revoke any registration for a willful violation of the proposedlaw. Fraudulentuseof a DPH
registrationcouldbepunishedby up to six monthsin ahouseof correctionor afine of up to $500,andfraudulent
useof aregistrationfor the sale,distribution,or trafficking ofmarijuanafor non-medicalusefor profit could be
punishedby up to five yearsin stateprisonor by two andone-halfyearsin ahouseof correction.

The proposedlaw would (1) not give immunity underfederallaw or obstructfederalenforcementof federallaw;
(2) not supersedeMassachusettslaws prohibitingpossession,cultivation, or sale of marijuanafor nonmedical
purposes;(3) not allow the operationof amotor vehicle,boat,or aircraftwhile underthe influenceof marijuana;
(4) not requireanyhealthinsureror governmententity to reimbursefor the costsof the medicaluseof marijuana;
(5) not require any healthcare professionalto authorizethe medicaluse of marijuana; (6) not require any
accommodationof the medicaluse of marijuanain any workplace,schoolbus or grounds,youth center,or
correctionalfacility; and(7) not requireanyaccommodationof smokingmarijuanain anypublicplace.

The proposedlaw would takeeffect January1, 2013,andstatesthat if anyof its part weredeclaredinvalid, the
otherpartswould stayin effect.

A YESVOTE would enacttheproposedlaw eliminatingstatecriminal and civil penaltiesrelatedto the medical
useof marijuana,allowing patientsmeetingcertainconditionsto obtainmarijuanaproducedanddistributedby
new state-regulatedcentersor, in specifichardshipcases,to grow marijuanafor their own use.

A NO VOTE would makeno changein existinglaws.

QUESTION 4 - THIS QUESTION IS NOT BINDING
Shallthe staterepresentativefrom this districtbe instructedto votein favorof aresolutioncalling upon Congress
to proposean amendmentto the U.S. constitution affirming that (1) corporationsare not entitled to the
constitutional rights of humanbeings, and (2) both Congressand the statesmay place limits on political
contributionsandpolitical spending?
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Hereoffail not andmakereturnof this warrantwith your doingsthereonat thetime andplaceof saidvoting.

Givenunderourhandsthis_______ dayof , 2012.
(month)

Boardof Selectmen: Acton
(City or Town)

Warrantspostedin public placesas follows:

NagogWoodsPostOffice, TownHall, WestActonPostOffice, CenterPostOffice,Public SafetyFacility,
CenterLibrary andTown WebPage.

____________________________________ ______________________________,2012.
Constable (monthandday)

Warrantmustbepostedby October23, 2012,(at leastfourteendaysprior to theNovember6, 2012,StateElection).
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